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SAND IN THE WHEELS 
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THE BIRTH OF A NEW 
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Attac - European meeting of the 4th of 
March in Paris. 


Impressions of the Irish delegate. 


On behalf of Attac-Ireland, | was eager to travel to 
Paris on the 4th of March and meet our European 
colleagues, first, to put a face on names we knew 
and then to meet new friends with whom we had 
had no links so far. 


Of course, as Bernard Cassen had put it, | was 
"conscious of the necessity to organise an 
increased European’ coordination of the 
movements which are fighting the negative effects 
of neo-liberal globalisation and want to find 
alternatives to it". But one of the things that 
attracted us to Attac was the call to take back, 
together, the future of our world and | was looking 
forward to that "being together". | was not 
disappointed. Although | came from Dublin alone, 
| never felt alone in Paris. It was no doubt 
because we all share the same dream, the same 
ideas yet the most enriching thing was the 
diversity of personalities, of approaches, of points 
of view. 


Bernard Cassen's presentation outlined the 
situation as it stands in most of Europe after 
Seattle: 


- the mobilisation of citizens around the problems 
raised by globalisation; 


- the constraints exercised on governments by 
"Europe", this distant, threatening entity which 
they urged us to 

- join and now conveniently blame for all our ills; 

- the democratic deficit between citizens and their 
representatives and between workers and trade 
unions; 

- the role of Attac as a movement of popular 
education, aiming to rekindle democracy; 

the originality of Attac, founded by a variety of 
associations with different aims yet united in a 
common 

- purpose, whose action is extended by that of 
individuals grouped in local committees, so that 
the experience of 

- the associations combines with the energy of 
individual activists or groups of activists; 

- the need for Europe to answer the expectations 
of the developing world and therefore the 
necessity for us to 

- constitute a strong movement, one to be 
reckoned with. 


Bernard Cassen's call was two-pronged: it was a 
call for organisation and a call for action. 


Each group was then called upon to describe itself 
and its activities. It was a fascinating session. 


In Germany, about fifty organisations are in the 
process of setting up a network for the democratic 
control of financial transactions. These 
organisations include World Economy, Ecology and 
Development (WEED), Pax Christi, Kairos and 
Share. However, no unions are involved as yet. 
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In Austria, at present, everything else is obscured 
by the controversy surrounding Jorg Haider's 
party but this is also an opportunity to highlight 
the link between fascism and _ neo-liberalism. 
Privatisation was singled out as one issue that had 
the potential to mobilise Austrian citizens. 


Belgium was wonderfully dynamic, with several 
Attac groups including four university based ones. 
The movement is driven by local activists and 
does proximity work through - for instance - 
information stalls in markets. 


In Spain, several local groups are being formed 
and it is hoped to launch an Attac-Spain shortly. 


The interest in Greece focuses mainly on the Tobin 
Tax, though financial journalists are generally 
negative towards it. Given the proximity of the 
legislative elections, the movement is keen to 
avoid being too closely associated with any 
political party, although in Greece politics and 
activism are traditionally linked. 


In Ireland, while we work with other NGOs on 
issues such as opposition to the WTO, we are 
essentially a citizens group and our own specific 
work is on the Tobin Tax. We produce a newsletter 
and have our own web-site. 


The aim of Attac in Italy was described as that of 
integrating other campaigns, acting as an 
umbrella group. 


| was full of admiration at the "spunk" of Attac- 
Luxembourg! | thought we, in Ireland, were daring 
until | met them. Imagine trying to promote the 
Tobin Tax in a country with no university but with 
300 banks! Obviously, no trade union has yet 
joined the movement and the biggest challenge 
for the group will be to suggest alternatives to 
financial activities in the country. Undaunted, they 
pursue their educational work through a presence 
in the streets and in the media. Hats off! 


Vidar Rekve, who set up the Norwegian web-site 
and produces the Attac newsletter for Norway, 
pointed out that Norway was only beginning to 
wake up to the social implications of neo- 
liberalism. At the moment, two Norwegian 
networks have taken up these issues: the 
Campaign for the Welfare State and the Network 
against the Power of the Markets, which regroups 
about thirty organisations. 


The Dutch group of Attac had its first meeting in 
November. It regroups individuals who are 
members of NGOs or academics and_ it 
concentrates its action on issues of taxation, the 
liberalisation of capital flows, the accountability of 
shareholders of enterprises. 


In Portugal, Attac regroups trade unions, catholic 
and cultural movements, individual activists. It is 
very active with presentations in schools and 
universities, articles in newspapers, meetings with 
public representatives, preparation of an 
alternative summit on employment and an Attac 
web-site in Portuguese. The group is keen on 
linking the various problems associated with the 
neo-liberal project and is focusing its attention on 
the free-trade agreement between Mexico and the 
European Union, which should be finalised during 
the Portuguese EU presidency. 


There is no Attac group as such in the UK but, 
although Britain is the country of the neo-liberal 
consensus, many groups are active on single 
issues: Jubilee 2000 on Third World debt, War on 
Want on the Tobin Tax or the Anti-Globalisation 
Network. 


In Sweden, a country of strong socialist traditions, 
there has been a surreptitious dismantling of the 
public service, concealed by the progress of 
American values in the media. However, a 
reaction is starting at the level of trade unions. 


Switzerland, the seat of banks, insurance 
companies and multinational companies is also the 
seat of many Attac groups. Attac is present in 
every canton of the federation and active on 
issues as varied as the taxation of capital, actions 
against the WTO, privatisations, the abolition of 
the South-African debt, pension funds, the 
condition of women or the campaign against the 
closure of local post- offices. 


Harlem Desir, MEP, introduced the three groups 
which, within the European Parliament, are 
working on "Attac issues". One works on the WTO, 
another on financial speculation and the third is an 
actual Attac group, based in Strasbourg. 


It was probably the richness and variety of the 
morning presentation which made the afternoon 
so laborious. This is not a criticism: some things 
have to be worked at. 


Christophe Aguiton re-assessed the situation in 
which we find ourselves after Seattle, stating that 
the failure of the Ministerial Meeting in Seattle was 
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more significant than the failure of the MAI and 
that the role social movements played in that 
defeat now gave us increased responsibilities. The 
climate of opinion has changed, so has the mood 
of developing countries, as evidenced by UNCTAD 
X. Questions are being asked on the reform or 
even the abolition of international institutions. 
Social and environmental concerns can no longer 
be ignored. 


Confronted by a change in panorama, the 
challenge is for us all to co-ordinate our actions 
and first of all to identify the points on which we 
are united: the rejection of inequalities, the 
protection of the environment, the defence of 
democracy. 


We must define the type of alliances we aim to 
build with NGOs, social movements and trade 
unions. 


We also need a concrete calendar of action: 


- a moment for action at world level; 

- other possible appointments at European level; 

- specific moments for action on the TT and on 
Tax havens; 

- specific moments for action on the WTO. 


The discussion was then opened to the floor and 
various options and opinions were debated at 
length. 


One contributor from Belgium felt that there was a 
need for more rigour in the documents produced 
by the scientific committee, particularly if we want 
our actions to lead to new legislation. He also 
urged us to query the vote of our governments in 
international institutions. 


Andrea Dufour, from Switzerland, argued that we 
should perhaps not allow our agenda to be 
dictated entirely by "the other side", all the more 
so as they have means and a mobility which we 
cannot hope to match. 


Theo Ruyter from the Netherlands supported the 
Swiss call for us to build our own agenda and also 
stressed the need for our campaign material to be 
rock solid. He added that we still have to spread 
our support base. 


Peter Cooper, from the UK, said that while we can 
create mass movements, there are problems of 
organisation and finance to bear in mind. NGOs 
are funded, not social movements. Would national 
mobilisation simultaneous to international events 


not be less expensive? And should we concentrate 
on global rather than European organisations? 


Vidar Rekve from Norway stressed the need to be 
effective in pursuing our policies. He felt we 
should resist any further liberalisation, even if it 
was traded for an extension of workers rights. 


Carlos Frade from Spain wondered were we trying 
to deal with too many issues, at the risk of a lack 
of focus. He was very positive on the potential for 
Attac, as a citizens group, to become a global 
force. Several delegates (Sven Giegold from 
Germany, Leo Gabriel from Austria) expressed the 
fear that we may disperse our efforts and 
suggested that it might be better to concentrate 
our forces. 


Gerard Scheller, from Geneva, asked what was 
more important: where and when, or why? Gian 
Franco Pordenone, from Switzerland, pointed out 
that we would be confronted with questions on all 
these fronts. Did we have the answers? 


Pierre Dufour, also from Switzerland felt that we 
could use these events as themes for reflexion, 
use them as part of our work of self-education. 


Susan George reminded us that we had stopped 
something in Seattle. We should now focus on 
something else we could stop, without recourse to 
violence. She suggested targeting UNICE and the 
OECD. 


Serge Cols, from Attac-Bruxelles, agreed that 
UNICE was an organisation with considerable 
means and sinister plans which it was imperative 
to oppose. The Belgian delegation argued for 
action on the UNICE summit of 9/10/11 June and 
proposed a counter summit, for which a manifesto 
exists on the Attac site. 


Marina Ponti, from Italy, argued for mass 
mobilisation around the UN _ Conference, 
Copenhagen+5, in mid-June in Geneva and Susan 
George suggested combining this with an action 
against the OECD meeting in Paris in J une. 


Eric Toussaint (CADTM) underlined the importance 
of the IMF meeting in Washington in mid-April at a 
time of crises in the Washington institutions. He 
mentioned other events on the debt issue such as 
the manifestations organised by 0,7% for the 12th 
of March or Dakar 2000, a great pan-African 
meeting on debt and structural adjustments. 
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While the meeting of the G7 in Okinawa was seen 
by most as inaccessible, Lucy Matthew, of J ubilee 
2000, felt that we should plan another big event 
to coincide with it. 


The EU summit scheduled for December in Nice 
was obviously seen as particularly important by 
MEPs. Harlem Desir felt that we should take part 
in aS many events as possible. He favoured 
Geneva, because it is also the seat of the WTO but 
he pointed out the relevance of the Nice summit, 
which could see the birth of a political Europe 
rather than just an economic Europe. He also 
stressed the need to prepare well for any action as 
content was as important as presence. 


Many other delegates could see the importance of 
the EU summit. Eric Toussaint said that we must 
include the South and that Nice must fulfil their 
expectations. Vincent Espagne reminded us of the 
expectations of all the marginalised, in the South 
and in the North while Christopher Keene, from 
the Anti-Globalisation Network, stressed the 
importance of securing environmental rights. 


Bernard Cassen invited us to make a note of the 
Attac summer school in La Ciotat in August while 
Vincent Espagne stressed the symbolic value that 
our presence at the trial of Jose Bove in Millau in 
June could have. 


In the end, Christophe Aguiton had to conclude 
that no consensus had emerged on any one 
particular date. What had emerged however was a 
need for co-operation among the different groups. 


Bernard Cassen concluded the proceedings by 
proclaiming the birth of a new _ European 
movement while acknowledging that we still have 
to create a European identity for Attac. 


We later celebrated the birth at the Espace Saint- 
Michel, around beautiful food, plentiful wine and in 
a warm and friendly atmosphere. 


To all who worked so hard to make the meeting a 
success, to those who sponsored it, many, many 
thanks. 


And now, back to work! Next date on the agenda: 
The mid-April meeting of the IMF in Washington. 
Attac-Ireland cannot be there but we will be 
writing to our deputies and our minister for 
finance on the issue of debt cancellation and we 
will take part in a lunchtime event organised by 
the Jubilee 2000 committee, outside the Irish 


Parliament, on Tuesday the 11th of April. What 
are you doing? 


Claudine, Attac-Ireland ireland@attac.org 





WTO - Another Round! 


A forum was convened at Bercy, France, by the 
French Secretary of State for External Trade, 
Francois Huwart, with the participation of trade 
union organisations, representatives of employers 
and of asssociations, as well aS members of 
parliament, to examine "the causes of the Seattle 
breakdown, the prospects for launching a broad, 
global round, and _ possible approaches’ to 
negotiations on the’ incorporated agenda 
(agriculture and services)." 


ATTAC was represented by its secretary-general, 
Pierre Tartovsky, and by Susan George, who also 
represented the Observatoire de la Mondialisation 
(Globalisation Observatory) and the Coordination 
for Citizen Control of the WTO (CCCWTO). 


The following brief text endeavours to synthesize 
a meeting which lasted nearly 3 hours, with a 
large number of speakers, many of whom 
represented the interests of employers. Its aim 
is to be informative rather than analytical. 


Analyses: the French government tends to lay 
the causes of the breakdown in Seattle at the door 
of US "unpreparedness", although it does not 
overlook the contribution made by civil society. 
Herein lay the first lesson of the meeting: with 
only two exceptions, all the participants stressed 
the réle of public opinion, and the necessity to 
"democratize" the WTO. Sign of the times: ATTAC 
was invited to "open fire", so to speak. 


In a prefatory address, ATTAC stressed that 
Seattle had been a success for democracy, a 
success resulting from the _ international 
convergence of environmental, social and trade 
union forces; warned against the resumption of 
negotiations; denounced the absence _ of 
transparency, and called upon the government to 
guarantee the conditions for citizen control. 


In a second address, ATTAC pointed to the 
absence of any strong political signal from the 
French government, and, in line with a number of 
NGO's (Friends of Earth, Solagral, Greenpeace), 
stressed once more the importance of an 
assessment and a moratorium, not just as an end 
in itself, but "in order to build an alternative to 
jungle-law regulation" (Jack Ralite). Susan 
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George also called attention to the joint petition 
put out by Attac, by Confédération Paysanne, (the 
activist farmers' union) and by the CCCWTO. She 
presented the petition to the cabinet of Francois 
Huwart. 


Debates: generally speaking, there was nothing 
earth-shaking. However, the theme of social and 
environmental norms seemed decisive. The 
government proposed holding a seminar on this 
question in the second half of the year 2000. This 
proposal was favourably received by rwo of the 
biggest trade unions (the CFDT and the CGT), 
both stressing the need to link this theme to 
questions of development and inequalities - and 
by Attac. 


Positions: the position of the French government 
is basically unchanged, and is still aligned with the 
negotiating process as_ it  stands."Certain 
commitments were accepted by the government 
at Marrakesh, and must be upheld" - but the 
North-South dialogue must develop around the 
"assessment" of Marrakesh, taking the form of 
proposals. 


On the coming negotiations, certain firm 
commitments made by the Minister deserve note. 
With regard to public services, the existence is re- 
affirmed of a specific French conception of public 
service, especially concerning education and 
health : "There will be no concessions on public 
services". 


On transparency, the minister declared himself 
"combative" where internal transparency of the 
WTO is concerned, but "realistic" on the question 
of external transparency - in other words, on the 
role and participation of Parliaments. 


Finally, the government "wishes to make 
progress" on the question of the DSB (Dispute 
Settlement Body). 


Follow-up: On this subject, in other words on the 
resumption of negotiations, the Minister showed 
himself "evasive", or "subtle", depending on one's 
point of view, declaring that "There is no fixed 
calendar. The Seattle texts are no longer valid. 
We have to start from scratch", and implying that 
to some extent the demand for a moratorium is a 
real factor, enabling "the time for reflexion and 
discussion". 


Provisional conclusions : This meeting confirmed a 
certain number of things: 


1.The weight of representatives of "civil society" 
and the will of the government to appear to "go 
along with" this. This came out particularly clearly 
in the proposals formulated for reform of the 
WTO. 

2.The will of the French government to re-start 
negotiations as quickly as_ possible, without 
venturing any "risky" political gestures, such as, 
for example, giving the means to carry out an 
assessment of Marrakesh. 

3.The position of employers' representatives goes 
in the direction of urging agreements to be made. 
4.The decisive place taken by social and 
environmental issues and the question of related 
norms, in the negotiations themselves, of course, 
but especially in society as a whole, where debate 
must be developed. 


Another meeting is to be held in the Spring. An 
occasion for us to watch - and to be on the 
watch. 


Pierre Tartowsky, Secretary General of ATTAC 
France attac@attac.org 
WTO: Internal Reforms and 
Transparency 


An informal session of the General Council of the 
WTO was held on 29/02, to discuss institutional 
reform. 


Discussions revealed the continuing existence of 
differences of appreciation between developed and 
undeveloped countries on the subject of ways and 
means to improve both the functioning of the 
organisation and its public image. 


Developing countries demanded an immediate 
reappraisal of the structure of the Secretariat, 
with changes in its staff so as better to reflect the 
States represented. They recalled that out of 26 
Divisional Directors only 3 came from transitional 
economies, although this group represented 136 
countries. 


Another subject discussed was the extension of 
the statute of observer to intergovernmental 
organisations - a subject that has been under 
discussion for a long time, but on which there has 
never been any response. 


The question of "Coherence in the policy of 
globalisation", also debated, brought out 
particularly strongly the North-South divide. 
Member States, as signatories to the Uruguay 
Round, had agreed to work towards "greater 
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coherence in the policies of globalisation as 
concerning trade, finance and currency, including 
cooperation between the WTO, the IMF and the 
World Bank." The EU stressed the need for 
coherence with other institutions than those 
mentioned. The developing countries (particularly 
Bangladesh, Brazil, the China of Hong-Kong, 
India, Mexico and Morocco) indicated that this 
policy should not lead to applications in other 
fields than those covered by the Uruguay Round - 
particularly in so-called non-commercial fields like 
the social sector and the environment. The 
developing countries reject the endeavour by the 
USA and the EU to link internal transparency 
(better access for all states to important sessions 
of the negotiations) and external transparency 
(better access to information and to meetings for 
NGOs). They recalled that it was the lack of 
internal transparency which led them to refuse to 
commit themselves at Seattle. 


The day before the meeting, Mr Moore had 
requested that members of national parliaments 
commit themselves more firmly to the WTO "so as 
to guarantee that Parliament, and with it, the 
electors and the people, see the institution as 
their own". 


According to the British Minister for Trade, reforms 
for greater external transparency should be ready 
18 months from now. 


In the meantime, the WTO proposes to set up a 
Forum on its Internet website where groups and 
individuals could make known their aspirations 
with regard to the WTO. They are invited to 
comment on this proposal by means of an on-line 
questionnaire, available at 
www.wto.org/feedback.htm 


Work group "International Treaties and Tax 
Havens" omc.marseille@attac. org 





The Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety 


Delegates from over 140 countries, meeting in 
Montreal, Canada, in February, drew up rules 
which will allow countries to ban the import of GM 
products (seeds, microbes, animals and crops) 
which they believe to be harmful to their 
environment. The pact stipulates that all GM food 
must bear the label ‘may contain’ before they are 
shipped to other countries. 


This is the first time ever that an international 
framework has been created to regulate trade in 
genetically modified products. Called the 


‘Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety', after the 
Columbian city where talks began a year ago but 
were suspended, it will take effect when it has 
been ratified by at least 50 countries. 


During a week of intense negotiations, the road 
to agreement was a_ rough one. Many delegates 
from Europe and developing countries felt that the 
pact had been diluted to suit US trade interests. 
The US position on GM food throughout the 
negotiations was governed by its trade policies 
rather than by environmental considerations. In 
February 1999, it was the US that blocked the 
initial talks in Cartagena, fearing that the 
agreement would damage trade in commodities 
such as corn and soybean, a large amount of 
which is GM. 


Ironically, the US is not a signatory to the pact : 

the US Congress has yet to ratify the Convention 
on Biological Diversity drawn up in Rio de Janeiro 
in 1992, which is a precursor to the current 
agreement. In Montreal, therefore, the US had 
mere ‘observer’ status, and could not vote or 
officially participate. So although the US was able 
somewhat to influence the talks through its 
agricultural allies, Canada and Australia, it will 
have to abide by the new rules when exporting to 
countries that are parties to the protocol. 


Strengths and Limitations of the Protocol 


- Genetically modified (GM) products — will 
hanceforth bear the label “may _ contain". 
However, labelling will not give specific details 
about the GM products, and once processed, 
foodstuffs will not bear the label. For example, 
cornflakes made from GM corn will not be labelled 
when they appear on store shelves, nor will flour 
or cooking oil. 


- The protocol also establishes a_ biosafety 
‘clearing house' for countries to share information 
about GM organisms. Countries must inform the 
‘clearing house’ within 15 days of approval of 
anyvcrop varieties which could be used in food, 
animal feed and processing. 


- The exporting country will henceforth require 
approval from the importing country for shipment 
of GM organisms intended for release into the 
environment. 


-The good news for developing countries is the 
agreement on the 'Precautionary Principle’. This 
means that a country can ban a GM product 
without having to produce scientific evidence as 
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to its harmful effects - an agreement which runs 
counter to the WTO ruling that an import can be 
banned only on the basis of scientific evidence. 


The 'Catch 22' of the Precautionary Principle ? 


The agreement contains a ‘savings clause,’ 
wherein the new pact will not override rights and 
obligations under other international agreements, 
including the WTO. The US insisted that science- 
based WTO rules would still apply to import 
decisions. "If a dispute arises over a country's 
decision to close its market to a food product, the 
WTO will review the protocol before making a 
ruling," said Margot Wallstrom, European 
Commission environment minister. 


Indian comments on what the pact couldmean for 
developing countries 


R.H. Khwaja, joint secretary of the Indian Ministry 
of Environment and Forests, who headed the 
Indian delegation at Montreal, expressed 
confidence that "India has legislation covering 
biotechnology which came into effect in 1989", 
and would not be affected by the protocol. But 
Suman Sahai,convenor ofGene Campaign, a Delhi- 
based non-governmental organisation, was more 
cautious with regard to the limitations of the 


pact.She felt that in the absence of adequate 
labelling, developing countries like India could 
become a dumping ground for tonnes of GM food 
waiting to be exported from Canada, Australia and 
the US. In a press statement she said that there 
are reasons to be concerned because a shipment 
of GM maize was mixed with the maize imported 
from the US to India last year. 


Developing countries, that are rich in diversity, 
should be careful of genetic pollution: foreign 
genes from GM crops could get mixed with wild 
relatives of crop plants. In a worst-case scenario, 
if these contain. sterile seed technologies, 
production of major crops will shift into the hands 
of foreign biotech companies that possess 
‘terminator’ technologies. 


Sahai goes on to say that developing countries 
must now focus their attention on formulating 
domestic rules and guidelines to check any move 
to import GM food. The controversy over GM food, 
its environment implications and health effects has 
not ended. Indeed, as Juan Mayr, Columbia's 
Minister of Environment, commented at the end of 
the negotiations: "This is just a beginning. We 
have still a great challenge ahead of us". 


